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DICISION

Eaglegﬁﬁhatlon, Inc. protests the rejection of its bid as
nonrespon51ve by the Defense Logistics Agency under .
solicitation No. DLAG00-%4-B-0008, a partial small business
set-aside.
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_We dlsmlSS ‘the protest. ‘g;fg
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The sollcltatlonhwas-lssued:
i ltems;were

a51de439 two (lineNitems whilep ing#it
unFEstricted sy, THelfsol{citation AU TECANS{ad8E s ‘that, the
"contrac@%ﬁﬁﬂfor £he segggslde}portlonﬁﬁllrybe:selected ‘from
among. £het small business%goncerns tHat” submlttedfrespon51ve
offérsTongthe: ﬂéﬁ!EEF9351de?§ortlofJ" iEagle states it was
only 1nterestedr1n the'iset— a51de§bortion of the solicitation
and relyinqvon adgﬁEE@from as contracting activity
representatlve,,submlttedﬁa ‘bid’ onlwaor that portion.
Fagle’s bidY{was~ rejected as nonresponsrve on May 18, 1984,

Eagle flled_the 1nstant ‘Protest on June”'28.
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our: Biqggro est?Reg Tat 1onsLeﬁﬁééﬁﬁﬁstrictjrulegfrégulrlng
tlmelx}submr551on;ofﬁprotests..fOunyRe ulationsﬁrequire that
a protest{?’such. th:.s must.be! ¥J‘:‘J.ile ”%y:.thln :I?O "work:.ng day's
of when! the:protester learnS»lts basis of protest 4 C.F.R
s 21“2(a)(2)m§4Wh11e‘the protesterqadmlts that 1ts ‘protest
is not tlmely flled under our Regulatlons, Eagle argues that
we should nonetheless‘con31der its arguments under the
signlflcant issue exception to the tlmellness rules. .
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Except:.%%‘s t!ogour'g tlme%ness rules" are‘*strrctly‘%’gnsf’;ued
and’ rarely ‘dsed ‘in. order. to prevent our‘tlmellness rules
from, becomlng meaninglégL ; alrhlnc.--Reggest for’ Recon.
B~238220 2,‘Jan 29, 1990, 90 1 CPD 9 129. We limit the use
of the F31gn1flcant 1ssue"'except10n to protests that raise
issues, of widespread procurement interest and which have not
been prev1ousry considered on the merits. See 4 C.F.R.

§ 21.z{c). Here, Eagle argues that this matter is
significent becau:zi of the agency’s advice that it could



submit a.bid for the set-aside ‘porticn only; however, it is
well-settled that a bidder may not rely on such advice when
it is inconsistent with the solicitation. See Recreonics
Corp,, B-246339, Mar. 2, 1992, 92-1 CPD 4 249. The matter
does not involve a significant issue.

The protest is dismissed,.
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